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Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/775,386 


Applicant(s) 

BADYLAK, STEPHEN F. 


Examiner 

Allison M. Ford 


Art Unit 

1651 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
( 1 ) Allison M. Ford . (3) 



(2) Rebecca Ball . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 28 December 2007 . 

Type: a)£3 Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)0 applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)E3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 24-27 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)E3 was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Proposed amendments to the claims, which would place the claims 
in condition for allowance, was faxed to Applicant's representative on 13 December 2007. 

The Examiner's proposed amendments included a limitation limiting the graft composition to "comprising an 
extracellular matrix consisting essentially of gelled liver basement membrane", and further included a limitation wherein 
the "liver basement membrane is devoid of endogenous cells associated with said liver tissue." This language is 
consistent with the language of the parent (USP 6793939) and grandparent (USP 6379710) patents. Additional 
amendments to dependent claims 26 and 27 were also proposed, to properly correlate with the language of the parent 
claim, and to correct grammatical errors. 

Applicants did not accept the proposed claim language, but did present proposed claim language in response. The 
proposed claim language to claim 24 included a limitation limiting the graft composition to "comprising an extracellular 
matrix comprising gelled liver basement membrane", an alternative proposed amendment further included a limitation 
wherein the "liver basement membrane is substantially free of cells associated with the liver tissue". 

The Examiner declined the proposed version, on the basis that the proposed language did not limit the extracellular 
matrix as "consisting essentially of gelled liver basement membrane, which she felt was a critical limitation in the 
language, based on the specification. 

It was agreed that the Examiner would issue a subsequent Office Action at this time, based on the language of the 
currently pending claims. 
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Tne Interview Summary Form shall be fllven an appropriate Paper no., piaoe ■ a pp ltea nt (or attorney or agent) at the 

The Form provides for recordation of the following Information: 
_ Application Number(Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Oate of Interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic, vldeo^onference, or pemonal) 

Name of participant^) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other p i u person.. 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed aenera. nature of the agreement (may be by 
substance of the Interview. 

2)anidentiRcatlonofmeolalmsdlsoussed, . u .i„„.hp 

the examiner. „ lft »o«nrf 

examiner to Checfc for Accuracy 



